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August 3, 2006

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS & E-MAIL

Mary L. Cottrell, Secretary

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
Telecommunications Division

One South Station

Boston, MA 02110

Re: D.T.E. Docket No. 06-56 — Petition of Charter Fiberlink MA-CCO, LLC for
Arbitration of an Interconnection Amendment

Dear Secretary Cottrell:

Charter Fiberlink MA-CCO, LLC (“Charter”) hereby files in the above-referenced matter
the Parties’ Joint First Stipulation of Issues.

Please contact the undersigned counsel for Charter if you have any questions about this
matter. Thank you.

Sincerely,

1o

.C. Halm

cc: Carol Pieper, Hearing Officer
DTE 06-56 Service List



BEFORE THE MASSACHUSETTS
DEPARTMENT OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND ENERGY

In the Matter of

Petition of Charter Fiberlink MA-CCO, LLC D.T.E. Docket 06-56
for Arbitration of an Amendment to the
Interconnection Agreement Between Verizon-
Massachusetts, Inc. and Charter Fiberlink MA-
CCO, LLC Pursuant to Section 252 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as Amended

FIRST STIPULATION OF ISSUES

On June 23, 2006 Charter Fiberlink MA-CCO, LLC (“Charter”) filed for
arf)itration to resolve issues in connection with an amendment to the interconnection
agreement between Charter and Verizon New England Inc. d/b/a Verizon Massachusetts
(“Verizon MA”). Charter identified five issues in its arbitration petition. Verizon MA
responded to the petition and moved to dismiss the petition by filings dated July 18,
2006. On July 26, 2006 Charter filed a response to Verizon MA’s motion to dismiss. On
that same day, Charter and Verizon MA both filed supplements to their respective
- petition and answers. In Charter’s supplemental filing, it identified four sub-issues under
its enumerated Issue No. 5. In Verizon MA’s supplemental filing, it identified three
additional issues. On August 2, 2006, Verizon MA filed a response to Charter’s
supplement filing requesting that three of the sub-issues Charter identified under its

enumerated Issue No. 5 be stricken from the arbitration. By entering this stipulation,
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Verizon MA does not waive any of its claims that the issues identified by Charter are not
subject to arbitration.

The Parties hereby stipulate as follows regarding the status of the eleven issues
identified in the filings listed above
L Unresolved Issues

Since the filing of Charter’s petition on June 23, 2006, the Parties have not
resolved the following issues as set forth in the filings identified above: Charter Issue 1 —
Should the Amendment include language that conditions Charter’s right to request a fiber
meet arrangement on the existence of a requisite level of traffic exchanged between the
Parties, or other similar conditions?; Charter Issue 2 — Should each Party be responsible
for the cost of all facilities and necessary arrangements on its respective side of the Fiber
Meet arrangement?; Charter Issue 3 - Should the location of the Fiber Meet arrangement
be limited to within three (3) miles of Verizon’s central offices; and, should Verizon’s
obligation be further limited to deploying no more than five hundred (500) feet of fiber?;
Charter Issue 4 - Should the type of traffic to be exchanged over the Fiber Meet
arrangement be limited in any way; and, should Charter be required to pay Verizon
additional charges in order to exchange all types of traffic over the Fiber Meet
arrangement?; Charter Issue 5(a) — Should the Amendment specify use of a SONET
terminal or an add/drop multiplexer?; Charter Issue 5(b) —Should the Parties be allowed
to use multiple terminals in a ring configuration?; Charter Issue 5(c) — Under what
conditions should each Party provide notice to the other of upgrades or changes to the
fiber meet equipment?; Charter Issue 5(d) — What are the Parties’ compensation

obligations for construction and/or implementation expenses generated by a move or
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change to the fiber meet point arrangement where changes to the fiber meet point
arrangement are necessitated by an order or directive of a governmental entity?; Verizon
Issue 1 —Should the deployment of fiber meet arrangements and associated trunking
within fixed time intervals be subject to reasonable conditions, such as Charter’s
completion of certain milestones during the construction of the fiber meet arrangement?;
Verizon Issue 2 —Should the Parties be able to agree to modify fixed time intervals for
provisioning the fiber meet arrangement and associated facilities and trunks?; Verizon
Issue 3 — Should the parties’ fiber meet amendment include provisions that are repetitive
of other provisions in the amendment or the Parties’ underlying interconnection

agreement.

II. Resolved Issues

None.
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Dated: August 3, 2006

203229 _1.DOC

Respectfully submitted,

Verizon Massachusetts, Inc.

By its attorneys,

Al flire i

Alexander W. Moore

185 Franklin Street, Room 1403
Boston, MA 02110-1511

(617) 743-2265

James G. Pachulski

TechNet Law Group, P.C.
1100 New York Avenue, NW
Suite 365W

Washington, DC 20005-3934
(202) 589-0120

Charter Fiberlink MA-CCO, LLC

By its attomeys i :

e L Cox
Ccoxl@chartercom.com
Michael R. Moore
Michael. Moore@chartercom.com
Charter Communications, Inc.
12405 Powerscourt Dr.
St. Louis, MO 63131
314-965-0555 (phone)

Christopher W. Savage
chris.savage@crblaw.com

K.C. Halm

kc.halm@crblaw.com

Cole, Raywid & Braverman, L.L.P.
1919 Penn. Ave., N.W., Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 659-9750 (phone)




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Gina Lee, hereby certify that on August 3, 2006, I served a true and correct
copy of the foregoing First Stipulation of Issues via Federal Express and electronic copy

upon the following:

Bruce P. Beausejour, Esq.
Alexander W. Moore, Esq.
Verizon Massachusetts, Inc.
Associate General Counsel

185 Franklin Street, 13™ Floor
Boston, MA 02110-1585
bruce.p.beausejour@verizon.com
alexander.w.moore@verizon.com

~ Paula Foley, Assistant General Counsel

Massachusetts Dept. of
Telecommunications and Energy
One South Station, 2™ Floor
Boston, MA 02110
paula.foley@state.ma.us

Berhane Adhanom, Analyst
Telecommunications Division
Massachusetts Dept. of
Telecommunications and Energy
One South Station, 2™ Floor
Boston, MA 02110
berhane.adhanom(@state.ma.us.

James G. Pachulski

TechNet Law Group, P.C.
1100 New York Avenue, NW
Suite 365W

Washington, DC 20005-3934
ipach@technetlaw.com

Carol Pieper, Arbitrator
Massachusetts Dept. of
Telecommunications and Energy
One South Station, 2™ Floor
Boston, MA 02110
carol.pieper@state.ma.us

Michael Isenberg, Director
Telecommunications Division
Massachusetts Dept. of
Telecommunications and Energy
One South Station, 2™ Floor
Boston, MA 02110
mike.isenberg@state.ma.us

Stella Finn, Analyst
Telecommunications Division
Massachusetts Dept. of
Telecommunications and Energy
One South Station, 2™ Floor
Boston, MA 02110
stella.finn@state.ma.us

o oo

Gfha Lee



